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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part 
in the manuscript. It is mandatory that 
authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

ABSTRACT: The suggestions are in the text (notes in the pdf format article). 

INTRODUCTION: The suggestions are in the text. 

In the JUSTIFICATIONS it should be interesting to highlight the objective of 
this trial.  

It also should be done a relationship between the intense use of chemical 
insecticides, its environment threat and the use of biological organisms as a 
pest control alternative.  

METHODS:  

The simulation of the Insect’ natural condition in laboratory should be 
described.  

In the Infection of Grasshopper with microbial suspensions- How many 
insects (n) were used in each experiment and in each repetition? Were they 
all adults? Describe grasshopper sex and age. 

LD50- how many repetitions the experiments had? 

What were the statistical analysis used in pathogenic tests, LD50 and 
synergic tests?  (I.e.  Analysis of variance, Tukey test …). It’s not possible to 
judge the article without statistical data.  

RESULTS:  

Include statistical results and explain based on them. Table 2 formats should 
be modified according to table 1. 

DISCUSSION:  

Complete the action mechanisms of Bacillus sp. 
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Include LD50 organisms’ discussion. 

Explain why the isolated organisms had better results than the mixed 
treatments.  

CONCLUSION: It needs to be included.  

REFERENCES: Review. They should be numbered. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There are some different formats in paragraphs lines inside the text. It should 
be reviewed.  
Review all text formats.  
Review the scientific names and abbreviate them after first text appearance. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The article is simple but it has scientific worth. It cannot be published in the 
British Microbiology Research Journal because it statistical analysis and 
results are missing.  Statistic and some methodology information like number 
and repetition in each experiment have to be included to allow the correct 
article judgment.  
It was not found in the introduction or in the justification the objective of the 
study. Tables have different format. Lethal Doses 50 were not discussed and 
there is no conclusion in the text. The References need to be improved. They 
are not in numeric order.  
There are also other suggestions informed in notes inside the pdf format 
article.  
I believe that with the suggestions, reviews, statistical and information 

additions, the decision about this article could be reconsidered. 
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